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1 . Applicant's election of Group I claims 1-12. 20-24. and 34-36 without traverse, 
filed December 23. 2005 is acknowledged. Non-elected Group II claims 13-19, 25-33, 
and 37-45 were canceled by Applicant, 

2. Of the pending claims 1-12. 20-24, and 34-36, claims 1. 7, 20. and 34 are 
pending. 

3. The following quotations of 37 CFR § 1 .75(d)(1 ) is the basis of objection: 

(d)(1 ) The claim or claims must conform to the invention as set forth in the 
remainder of the specification and the terms and phrases used in the 
claims must find clear support or antecedent basis in the description so 
that the meaning of the terms in the claims may be ascertainable by 
reference to the description. (See § 1 .58(a)). 

4. Claims 34-36 are objected to under 37 CFR § 1 .75 as failing to conform to the 
invention as set for the remainder of the specification. 

Claims 34-36 claim one or more computer-readable media comprising computer 
executable instructions that, when executed, direct a computing system to perform a 
method .... The phrase "one or more computer-readable media", for the method, is not 
found anywhere in the specification. This phrase is not clearly supported by the 
specification. 

Further, it is unclear how more than one computer-readable media comprising 
computer executable instructions that, when executed, direct a computing system to 
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perform the method claimed. It is unclear how the more than one media share the 
work/task. 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-12, 20-24, and 34-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Webb et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,160,249). 

Regarding claim 1, Webb et al. discloses an adaptive resolution scanning system 
comprising a component configured to determine a scan resolution for scan data 
corresponding to a data type associated with a destination and an imaging device 
(original image scanner) configured to generate the scan data with the scan resolution 
(Figs. 1 and 2, col. 3, line 50 - col. 5. line 7, also col, 2, lines 35-40 and 59-63). Webb 
et al. discloses that a final scan resolution is a function of a resolution modifier and 
image factor (which is dependent on the image type), among other factors (col. 3, lines 
50-54). 

Webb et al. does not explicitly disclose a destination selection control configured 
for manipulation to select the destination for which the scan resolution is determined. In 
the exemplary embodiment, Webb et al. uses an office printer as the destination of the 
scan data (Fig. 1 . col. 3, line 27 and line 50 - col. 5, line 7). However, Webb et al. also 



Application/Control Number: 09/944.687 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2625 

states, Tor example, the user would choose between destinations that include a 
plurality of printer types, the computer display screen, and fax types." in the background 
of the invention, and 'NA/hen it is printed on a typical office printer" in the detailed 
description of the preferred embodiment (col. 2, lines 35-40 and col. 3, lines 50-54). 
This suggests use of a destination selection control for selecting the destination for the 
scan data among a plurality of destinations. Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to provide the system 
of the invention of Webb et al. with a destination selection control configured for 
manipulation to select a destination for the scan data, in order to simplify the destination 
process. 

Regarding claim 2, according to the flow charts of Figs. 1 and 2, the component 
of Webb et al. that determines the scan resolution is a scanning software component 
(Figs. 1 and 2, col. 3, line 50 - col. 5, line 7). 

Regarding claims 3-6, the final scan resolution is determined to be a scan 
resolution corresponding to a data type (col. 3, lines 50-54). Webb et al. discloses a 
plurality of data types (col. 3, line 61 - col. 4, line 2). In the exemplary embodiment, 
Webb et al. determines a final scan resolution for one of the data types for the 
destination (which is a printer in the exemplary embodiment) (col. 4, line 54 - col. 5. line 
7). However, Webb et al. discloses that the range of scan resolution that the optical 
scanner could scan includes 30 ppi (pixel per inch) to 1200 ppi (col. 1, lines 30-35), 
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which range include 150 ppi. Using a 150 ppi scan resolution and a 300 ppi scan 
resolution for an image data type and a text data type, respectively, to generate 
corresponding data of relatively high quality that do not require a relatively long time is 
common knowledge to one of ordinary skill in the art. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use the technique of 
Webb et al. to determine a 150 ppi scan resolution for corresponding to an image data 
type, and a 300 ppi scan resolution corresponding to a text data type, in order to reduce 
image processing time and yet produce image data of relatively good quality. 

Claim 7 recites the same limitations in the claim body as those of claim 1 in the 
claim body. Claim 7 claims an automatic document feed scanning device in the 
preamble, whereas claim 1 claims an imaging system in the preamble. The claim 7 
automatic document feed scanning device is met by Webb et al. because Webb et al. 
further discloses that the scanning system includes a system in which scanning of the 
document (object) is performed by moving the document with respect to the illumination 
and optical assemblies in the system. It is inherent that the document feeding is 
automatic. See also the discussion for claim 1 . 

Claims 8-12 are rejected for the same reasons as given for claims 2-6, 
respectively. 
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Claims 20-24 are rejected as being method claims corresponding to the rejected 
apparatus claims 1 and 3-6, respectively. 

Claims 34-36, insofar as the claims are understood, claim a computer-readable 
medium comprising computer executable instmctions that, when executed, directs a 
computing system to perform a method that comprises method steps included in claims 
10, 21 , and 23, respectively, which were discussed above. Although Webb et al. does 
not explicitly disclose a computer-readable medium as claimed, based on the flow 
charts shown in Figs. 1 and 2 and their corresponding explanation in the specification of 
Webb et al., it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to implement computer executable instructions as claimed and 
have the instructions stored in a computer-readable medium or the convenience of 
handling the instruction. 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Gann et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,542,260), " 
Webb et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,489,772). " 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cheukfan Lee whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7407. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30 a.m. to 6:00 p.m., Mon-Fri. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Edward L. Coles can be reached on (571 ) 272-7402. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 



Infomnation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



273-8300. 



Cheukfan Lee 
March 31, 2006 




